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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 are presented for examination; claims 1,11,18, and 21 
independent. 

Ciaim Rejections • 35 USC § 112 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections under 35 USC 1 1 2, first 
paragraph are persuasive. The rejection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 8, 9, 11-13, 15, and 17-22 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Escobosa et al. (US 2003/0151538) (hereinafter Escobosa) in 
view of Hayes et al. (US 2002/0140571) (hereinafter Hayes). 

4. Referring to claim 1 , Escobosa discloses a method for command brokering on 
behalf of an intelligent device (i.e. home theater equipment) (e.g. abstract) which 
discloses: 

defining in a client device a desired function to be perfonned by the intelligent 
device (i.e. various operations), the desired function being only a portion of all functions 
that the intelligent device is capable of performing (i.e. the system only downloads IR 
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sequences to perfomn various operations such as channel tuning to a particular TV 
station, setting up various equipment, etc.) (U 65); 

identifying the intelligent device and the desired function to a web site (i.e. 
supplier site 30) having control instructions for the intelligent device by the client device 
through a network (Figure 4a; 66); 

returning to the client device from the web site, a subset of the control 
instructions (i.e. sequences) for controlling the intelligent device to perfomi the desired 
function (i.e. user access the web site to download sequences of pre-programmed 
instructions to perform various operations) (H 65-66); and 

fonwarding only a subset of the control instructions from the remote control to the 
intelligent device to effect the desired function (i.e. when the user purchases a pay-per- 
view movie, the icon and code for unlocking the movie are downloaded to the remote 
controller, no other codes are downloaded to the remote) (U 65-67); 

wherein the client device does not have a compete set of the control instructions 
for the intelligent device (i.e. only those functions the user "drags-and-drops" onto the 
layout of the remote control will be used on the remote) (1| 45, 65, and 67). 

Escobosa does not disclose that the defining is done using the wireless internet 
access device (i.e. the remote control), rather the remote is defined using a program 
running on the PC and then the layout is downloaded to the remote. In analogous art, 
Hayes discloses another method for programming a remote control with particular 
functions which discloses defining on the remote control itself the layout for the remote 
control (i.e. via setup application 501 and personalization sub-menu 503 configures the 
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remote to the user's liking) (Figure 5; H 123-130). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Escobosa with Hayes since Hayes 
teaches a modifying a similar remote control to that of Escobosa using only the remote 
control, therefore providing motivation to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
application used in Escobosa on the remote control in order to realize the benefits used 
in Hayes, specifically to not require the use of a PC to reprogram a remote control, 
thereby making it easier for a user to reprogram the remote control. 

5. Refemng to claim 2, Hayes discloses the fonwarding step comprises fonwarding 
through an infrared communication device 45). 



6. Referring to claim 3, Escobosa discloses forwarding through an RF interface 
(1145). 

7. Referring to claim 5, Escobosa discloses the defining step comprises defining 
through a user keypad entry (i.e. touchpad) (col. 23, line 59 to col. 24, line 31). 



8. Referring to claim 8, Escobosa discloses arranging for the web site to have 
access to the control instructions by pre-programming the control instructions into a 
memory of the web site (i.e. server with database 12) (Figure 1). 
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9. Referring to claim 9, Escobosa discloses accessing a server 30 having the 
control instructions 14 for controlling the intelligent device (Figure 1 ; H 47). 

10. Claims 1 1-13, 15, and 17-22 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
Furthermore Escobosa discloses that the device explicitly identifies the function to the 
web site to perform a set of functions (H 65-67). 

Claims 4, 6, 7, 14, 16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Escobosa-Hayes in view of Maymudes (USPN 6,748,278). 

1 1 . Referring to claim 4, Escobosa-Hayes discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Escobosa-Hayes does not disclose fonwarding through ultrasonic 
communication device. In analogous art, Maymudes discloses another method of 
brokering on behalf of an intelligent device wherein the fonwarding can occur through an 
ultrasonic communication device (i.e. Bluetooth) (col. 3, lines 20-32). It would be 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Maymudes with Escobosa-Hayes since Escobosa discloses 
the invention can be used with a plurality of different devices (Figure 4a). This would 
lead one of ordinary skill in the art to determine which other devices can be used for 
brokering command, eventually finding Maymudes finding a command broker for 
televisions, stereos, VCR's speakers, microwave ovens, etc (col. 7, lines 40-50). 



Application/Control Number: 10/045,724 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2143 

12. Referring to claim 6 and 7, Escobosa-Hayes discloses the Invention substantively 
as described In claim 1. Escobosa-Hayes does not disclose defining said desired 
function is made by a measurement by the WIAD. In analogous art, Maymudes 
discloses another method of brokering on behalf of an Intelligent device wherein 
defining said desired function Is made by a measurement by the WIAD (I.e. computer 
facilitator 202) (col. 5, lines 35-43). Furthermore, since the WIAD Is connected to the 
wireless network, and also the remote controller 204 and controlled device 206 are as 
well, it is considered that the measurement is done by the wireless communication 
network as well. ). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Maymudes with Escobosa-Hayes 
since Escobosa discloses the invention can be used with a plurality of different devices 
(Figure 4a). This would lead one of ordinary skill in the art to determine which other 
devices can be used for brokering command, eventually finding Maymudes finding a 
command broker for televisions, stereos, VCR's speakers, microwave ovens, etc (col. 7, 
lines 40-50). 

13. Claims 14, and 16 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claim 10 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Escobosa-Hayes in view of Baun et al. (US 2003/0197930) (hereinafter Baun). 
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14. Escobosa-Hayes discloses the invention substantively as described in claim 1 . 
Escobosa-Hayes does not disclose the intelligent device is a telescope and the defining 
step comprises determining coordinates based on a position. In analogous art, Baun 
discloses another method for brokering control which discloses intelligent device is a 
telescope (e.g. abstract) and the defining step comprises determining coordinates 
based on a position (p. 8, U 87). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Baun with Escobosa- 
Hayes since Escobosa discloses the invention can be used with a plurality of different 
devices (1147). This would lead one of ordinary skill in the art to detemiine which other 
intelligent devices can be used for brokering command, eventually finding Baun finding 
a command broker for GPS systems for telescopes (col. 7, lines 40-50). 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments filed December 27, 2007 have been fully considered but 
are moot in view of the new rejections presented above. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning tills communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can nomnally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Infomriation for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Joseph E. Avellino/ 

Joseph E. Avellino, Primary Examiner 

January 18, 2008 



